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HAMLET 


INTRODUCTION 

The  American  people  continue  to  grow  in  numbers,  both  nationwide  and  on  a  state 
basis.   Now  we  are  nearly  200  million  people;  in  ten  years  it  is  almost  certain  that  we 
will  number  more  than  225  million.   More  and  more  American  families,  especially  in  the 
south,  are  moving  into  the  city  and  its  suburbs  from  the  rural  farm  areas.   Hamlet  must 
prepare  now  to  receive  its  share  of  this  great  urban  migration  and  population  harvest. 
Local  officials  must  insure  that  Hamlet's  facilities  are  adequate,  that  the  city's  trans- 
portation network  is  sound  and  that  the  housing  market  is  capable  of  meeting  the  new  demands, 
but  first,  the  officials  must  fully  understand  the  nature  of  present  economic  conditions, 
and  know  all  that  can  be  known  about  the  local  population.   This  report  has  been  written  in 
order  to  serve  these  needs.   It  is  designed  to  assist  the  city  leaders  to  plan  intelligently 
for  Hamlet's  best  future  as  a  sound  public  structure  and  as  a  dynamic  living  environment. 

This  report  represents  the  Hamlet  City  Planning  Board's  first  major  effort  toward 
the  achievement  of  a  comprehensive  plan  to  accommodate  the  area's  future  growth.   The  entire 
program  is  based  upon  the  Board's  resolve  to  undertake  a  planned,  rational  approach  to  Hamlet's 
future  appearance  and  efficiency. 

In  cooperation  with  the  State  Department  of  Conservation  and  Development's  Division 
of  Community  Planning,  the  local  planning  officials  will  soon  have  available  for  public  use 
the  following  elements  for  discussion  and,  where  appropriate,  implementation: 

(1)  Base  maps  of  the  city  and  the  one  mile  fringe  area  showing  streets, 
major  easements,  waterways,  railroad  lines  and  other  permanent 
features  (June  1966); 

(2)  The  essential  facts  pertaining  to  the  city's  population  and  economy 
(October  1966); 

(3)  A  subdivision  ordinance  that  will  insure  Hamlet  citizens  of  good 
land  planning  and  lot  design  (September,  1966); 
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(4)  A  complete  breakdown  of  existing  land  use  conditions,  with  an 
analysis  of  current  developmental  problems  (December,  1966); 

(5)  A  detailed  examination  of  the  extent,  causes  and  concomitant 
social  conditions  of  blight  within  each  section  of  the  community 
(March,  1967);  and 

(6)  A  comprehensive  plan  for  the  future  development  of  the  city  (August, 
1966).   These  surveys,  studies  and  plans  will  all  be  made  available 
for  the  use  of  city  officials  and  interested  citizens. 

The  principal  purpose  of  this  analysis  is  to  afford  the  reader  an  opportunity  to 
familiarize  himself  with  the  more  salient  facts  and  significant  trends  pertaining  to  the 
human  growth  and  resource  development  of  Hamlet  and  the  surrounding  environment.   To 
accomplish  this  purpose,  much  emphasis  will  be  given  to  existing  deficiencies  and  present 
problem  areas.   For  example,  the  citizen  will  want  to  know  not  simply  how  many  people  there 
are  in  Hamlet  as  compared  with  how  many  there  used  to  be,  but  will  also  be  interested  in 
knowing  age  and  sex  figures,  and  housing,  income  and  other  data  depicting  his  city's 
progress  with  that  of  other  civil  divisions.   Furthermore,  the  discriminating  reader  will 
want  an  understanding  of  not  only  simple  occupational  data  describing  how  many  are  em- 
ployed doing  what,  but  will  also  desire  more  detailed  analyses  of  industry  types,  worker 
mobility  and  future  economic  prospects.   These  are  the  subject  matters  of  principal  con- 
cern in  the  succeeding  account  of  Hamlet's  population  and  economy. 
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POPULATION 


Part  I   Population 


Hamlet  had  a  population  of  only  639  at  the  turn  of  the  century;  sixty  years  later 

4,460  persons  made  their  homes  within  its  borders.  Yet,  despite  an  almost  600  percent 

population  increase  (598  to  be  exact)  from  1900  to  1960,  Hamlet  has  actually  been  losing 
population  since  1940. 

The  following  table  graphically  illustrates  the  manner  in  which  Hamlet,  the  town- 
ship of  which  it  is  a  part  (Marks  Creek  Township),  Richmond  County  and  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  have  fared  over  the  years  with  respect  to  population  developments. 

Table  I 


Table  I  Population  Trends  for  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek 

Township,  Richmond  County  and  N.C.  State., 

1900  -  1960* 


Marks 

North 

Creek 

R  ichmond 

Carol ina 

Hamlet 

Twp  . 

County 

State 

1900      639 

1910    2,173 

%  change   +240.1 


2,089     15,855 
3,843     19,673 
+84.0      +24.1 


1  ,893  ,810 
2 ,206  ,287 

16.5% 


1920  3,808  6,569  25,567  2,559,123 
%  change   +75.2      +70.9      +30.0  16.0% 

1930  4,801  9,155  34,016  3,170,276 
%  change   +26.1      +39.4      +33.0  23.9% 

1940  5,111  9  ,248  36,810  3  ,571  ,623 
%  change   +6.5      +1.0      +8.2  12.7% 

*  This  table,  and  all  other  tables  not  otherwise  cited  in  this  report,  are  taken  from  data 

contained  in  the  U.  S.  Census  of  Population,  1950  and  1960. 


"able  l  (Cont. ) 


Marks 

Creek 

Hamlet     Twp . 


Richmond 
County 


North 
Carol ina 
State 


1950    5,061     10,483      39,597       4,061,929 
%  change   -   1.0      +13.4      +   7.6  13.7% 

1960    4,460     10,752      39,202       4,556,155 
%    change   -  11.9      +2.6         1.0  12.2% 

It  is  interesting  to  note  in  connection  with  the  city's  recent  decline  that  the 
township,  county  and  state  did  not  suffer  similar  decreases  in  their  respective  populations 
(although  the  county  did  experience  a  slight  one  percent  decline  between  1950  and  1960). 
Various  influences  have  worked  to  produce  this  turn  of  events  in  the  cit>  s  fortunes,  in- 
cluding the  many  general  conditions  that  have  affected  all  cities  and  towns  (wars,  depres- 
sions, inflations,  automation  and  changing  opportunities).   The  exact  consequence  of  these 
conditions  on  Hamlet's  population  trend  is,  of  course,  impossible  to  quantify  and  difficult 
to  qualitatively  assess.   Nevertheless,  it  can  reasonably  be  expected  that  some  or  all  of 
these  factors  did  contribute  to  the  city's  population  decreases,  for  this  was  a  period  in 
which  certain  of  these  conditions  most  critically  influenced  the  national,  state  and  local 
economies.   Even  more  crucial  to  the  Hamlet  population  decline  were  the  lessening  Influence 
of  the  railroad  industry  (as  shown  in  the  following  pages),  the  circumvention  of  the  city 
by  major  transportation  networks,  the  expansion  of  neighboring  Rockingham  and  the  absence 
of  a  trained,  available  labor  force  needed  for  industrial  attraction  and  expansion. 


1   These  conditions  are  reflected  in  the  city's  migration,  birth  and  death  records 
Each  of  these  is  discussed  in  detail  in  a  later  section  of  this  report. 


A  further  examination  of  the  table  above  shows  that  Hamlet  began  the  century 

with  a  great  charge  forward,  gaining  thousands  of  people  within  ten  years.   These,  of 

course,  were  the  railroad  years,  and  the  city  was  enjoying  its  "heyday."   The  years  1910 

to  1920  were  also  good,  as  were  the  years  1920  to  19.30  and  1930  to  1940.   However,  the 

city  population  was  going  from  a  fast  run  to  a  trot  to  a  faltering  halt;  by  1950  it  was 

moving  "backward"  in  population,   By  1960,  the  population  was  down  651  persons  from  the 

number  present  in  1940,   This  decline  occurred  principally  duting  the  years  1950  to  1960. 

The  special  census  of  1965,  although  placing  Hamlet's  population  at  4,810,  offers 

2 
little  encouragement  to  those  concerned  with  the  city's  declining  population.    The  7.8 

percent  "increase"  in  population  from  1960  to  1965  is  deceiving;  the  city  actually  "lost" 

population  during  this  t  ime  period.   In  1963,  1,5  00  persons  were  added  to  the  population 

through  annexation.   Add  this  number  to  the  I960  total  and  it  becomes  apparent  that  Hamlet 

should  have  reported  at  least  5,960  persons  in  1965.   Since  only  4,310  were  counted,  Hamlet 

must,  have  lost  1,150  people  within  a  five  year  period,  a  decline  of  25.8  percent.   It  is 

interesting  to  note  that  the  entire  county  population  was  reported  at  39,299  in  this  same 

census,  or  an  increase  of  0.2  percent.   Thus,  Hamlet  is  going  down  while  the  area  around 

the  city  holds  its  own.   Considering  the  close  interrelationship  that  exists  between  the 

development  of  one  area  and  the  other  geographic  areas  surrounding  oi  contiguous  to  it, 

Hamlet  ought  not  to  be  losing  such  large  percentages  of  its  citizens.   Since  continued 

losses  of  a  similar  magnitude  cannot  be  permitted  or  withstood  if  the  city  is  to  keep  its 

identity,  Hamlet  officials  should  begin  immediately  to  improve  the  conditions  or  overcome 

the  problems  that  have  precipitated  such  heavy  population  losses. 

Table  2,  below,  gives  the  reader  an  indication  of  what  has  been  happening  in 

other  areas  of  the  county  with  respect  to  population  changes: 


2.    "Special  Census  of  Population  for  Hamlet  and  Richmond  County,"   U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce ,  19  6  5. 


Table  2  Richmond  County  Township  Population  Trends,  1900  -  1960 


1900 

1910 

1920 

1930 

1940 

1950 

1960 

RICHMOND  COUNTY 
Totals 

15  ,855 

19,673 

25,567 

34,016 

36  ,810 

39,597 

39  ,202 

Beaverdam  Twp . 

1  ,372 

1  ,050 

1  ,485 

2  ,322 

1,911 

1  ,803 

1,785 

Black  Jack  Twp. 

1  ,234 

813 

839 

552 

674 

473 

356 

Marks  Creek  Twp. 

2  ,089 

3,843 

6,569 

9  ,155 

9  ,248 

10,483 

10,752 

Mineral  Springs 

Twp. 1,317 

1  ,414 

2,480 

3  ,279 

3,771 

3  ,582 

3  ,882 

Rockingham  Twp. 

4,948 

6,306 

7  ,239 

8,908 

10,901 

11  ,654 

12 ,645 

S tee  les  Twp . 

2  ,162 

2  ,518 

1  ,868 

2  ,278 

1  ,754 

1  ,489 

1  ,127 

Wolf  Pit  Twp. 

2  ,733 

3  ,729 

5,087 

7  ,522 

8,551 

10  ,113 

8,655 

In  a  manner  closely  resembling  the  City  of  Hamlet's  population  trends  from  1900  to 
1965,  all  of  the  other  townships  in  Richmond  County,  save  Marks  Creek  and  Rockingham,  ex- 
perienced population  declines  either  between  1940  and  1950  or  between  1950  and  1960.   Thus, 
the  reader  can  observe  the  close  relationship  between  adjacent  small  areas.   This  does  not, 
of  course,  mean  that  Hamlet  cannot  grow  if  other  cities  and  towns  hereby  hold  constant  or 
lose  population.   The  interr e la t edne s s  does,  however,  mean  that  general  area  trends  will 
have  at  least  an  influence  upon  Hamlet's  destiny.   It  is  important  to  realize  that  Hamlet, 
though  affected  by  township  and  county  trends,  could  very  much  gain  or  lose  population 
owing  to  new  industrial  locations,  annexations,  great  international  events,  natural 
catastrophes  and  so  forth. 

Migration  of  the  Population 

The  migration  pattern  can  rapidly  be  determined  and  understood  by  taking  the 
population  for  a  known  year  (i.e.,  1960)  and  adding  or  subtracting  the  gains  or  losses 
resulting  from  natural  increase  (births  minus  deaths)  and  any  annexations,  to  the  known 


population  for  a  given  year  (1950).   If  the  resulting  population  figure  is  smaller  than  the 
actual  number  of  residents  reported  in  I960,  then  inmigra  t  ion  has  occurred;  if  the  resulting 
figure  is  larger  than  the  actual  number  of  residents  reported  in  I960,  then  outmlgrat  ion 
ha  s  occurred . 

Owing  to  the  size  of  Hamlet's  reported  population  in  1960  and  U.S.  Census  pro- 
cedures that  eliminate  collection  of  detailed  birth  and  death  records  in  small  communities, 
Hamlet  and  Marks  Creek  Township  migration  figures  could  not  be  computed.   However,  census 
data  are  available  for  Richmond  County,  and  from  these  figures  we  know  that  the  county  ex- 
perienced an  outmigration  of  7,559  people.   Using  the  procedure  outlined  above,  this  figure 
was  obtained  in  the  manner  shown  on  Table  3,  below: 

Table  3  Richmond  County  Migration  Pattern,  1950  -  1960 

1950  Population  39,597 

Natural  Increase   7,164 

Expected  1960  Population   46,761 

1960  Actual  Population   39,202 

Net  Migration 7,559 

The  reader  can  gain  further  insights  into  the  migration  pattern  of  the  city  itself 
by  examining  Hamlet's  age  and  sex  group  data  in  1950  and  comparing  these  figures  with  those 
for  1960.   By  this  method,  the  reader  can  understand  how  many  persons  of  a  specified  age 
and  sex  group  remain  in  the  city  after  a  ten  year  period.   Table  4  shows  the  actual  extent 
of  migration  in  Hamlet,  by  age  and  sex  groups,  for  1950  to  1960. 


Age  Group  Cohorts 


5  years 


5-9 


10-14 


15-19 


20-24 


25-34 


2  5--4 


45-54 


Males 
1950  Popula t  ion 
1960  Population 


%  of  1950  group 
present  in  1960 


154 


170 


150 


432 


85.0 


90.3 


55.0 


59.0 


62.3 


70.3 


358 


265 


%  of  19  50  group 

239 

185 

77 

75 

122 

298 

281 

2  3  5 

present  in  1960 

87. 

2 

74. 

9 

50.0 

44.  1 

81.3 

69.0 

78.5 

77.4 

F  etna  1  e  s 

1950  Population 

254 

257 

202 

178 

212 

489 

355 

323 

1960  Population 

216 

232 

1  1  1 

105 

132 

344 

286 

274 

34.8 


Analysis  of  the  above  table  indicates  that  the  largest  ou tm igra t ion  occurred 
in  the  male  15  to  19  year  age  group.   In  other  words,  out  of  the  170  male  youths  living 
in  Hamlet  in  1950,  only  75  stayed  in  the  community  after  the  passage  of  10  years!   This 
represents  an  outmigration  of  55.9  percent  of  young  adults  in  a  very  important  age  group 
category.   Losses  of  less  magnitude,  but  of  no  less  significance,  were  also  very  high  in 
male  groups  10  to  14  (50  percent)  and  25  to  34  (31  percent). 

Considerable  outmigration  can  also  be  detected  in  female  age  groups,  with  the 
highest  losses  having  occurred  in  the  10  to  14  (45  percent),  15  to  19  (41  percent)  and  2  7 
to  24  (37.7  percent)  year  age  groups.   Hamlet  lost  at  least  10  percent  of  its  population 
in  every  age  group,  both  male  and  female,  between  1950  and  1960,  and  in  most  cohorts  much 
more  than  10  percent  losses  were  experienced. 

These  trends  are  discouraging  to  those  concerned  with  Hamlet's  future  development 
In  addition  to  observing  the  general  outmigration  patterns  for  all  age  and  sex  groups,  it 


NET   MIGRATION 
BY   AGE   AND   SEX   GROUPS 


MALE  AGE   cOH0RTS  FEMALE 


1 

45    54 

35    44 

25    34 

20  24 

15     19 

10     14 

5    9 

UNDER    5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
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is  unfortunate  to  note  that  outmigration  has  been  most  severe  in  the  productive  age  groups. 
These  are  the  persons  who  are  going  elsewhere  to  receive  a  higher  education  and  failing  to 
come  back;  these  are  also  the  persons  who  take  their  young,  growing  families  elsewhere  in 
search  of  opportunities  they  could  not  find  in  the  home  community.   And  yet,  these  are  the 
persons  to  whom  Hamlet  citizens  will  want  to  look  when  the  need  for  new  leadership  arises 
in  the  years  to  come.   Of  course,  some  leave  for  reasons  of  military  service  and  do  return; 
the  fact  remains,  however,  that  most  young  people,  for  whatever  reasons,  do  not  return. 
Even  a  portion  of  the  supposedly  stable  age  groups  (35  to  44  and  45  to  54)  have  taken  up 
their  roots  in  the  city  and  elected  to  move  on.   Thus,  Hamlet  seems  to  be  losing  out  in 
population  in  all  age  groups,  but  most  of  all  in  the  vital  age  groups. 

The  recent  seven  (7)  percent  population  increase  (due  to  the  1963  annexation) 
might  have  had  a  favorable  influence  on  these  migration  patterns,  but  of  course,  no  figures 
are  available  to  support  or  deny  this  possibility.   Regardless,  efforts  must  be  made  to 
discourage  the  continued  losses  of  population  in  Hamlet,  expecially  in  vital  age  and  sex 
group  categories.   This  intention  will  be  one  of  the  objectives  of  the  city's  planning 
program . 

Composition  of  the  Population 

A  comparative  knowledge  of  the  age  and  sex  distribstion  of  Hamlet,  the  township, 
county  and  state  is  a  useful  first  step  in  studying  the  physical  and    social  characteristics 
of  the  area's  population.   These  figures  are  shown  on  Table  5  b«lowi 


CITY,  TOWNSHIF?   COUNTY,  AND   STATE   POPULATIONS 
BY   AGE   AND   SEX   GROUPS,  I960 

MALE  agf  FEMALE 


AGE 

COHORTS 

75  + 
70  —  74 
65—69 
60—64 
55—59 
50—54 
45  —  49 
40  —  44 
35  —  39 
30—34 
25  —  29 
20—24 


HAMLET 
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City  o£  Hamlet 


2ek  Township 


Richmond  County 


:th  Caroll. 


Total  Male  Populati 


35    to    39    ye 


203 
239 


122 

5.8 

128 

6.  1 

170 

8.1 

160 

7  .7 

121 

5.8 

113 

5.4 

92 

4  .4 

81 

3.9 

76 

3  .6 

50 

2.4 

537 
643 
700 
483 
19  3 
196 
291 
336 
369 
346 
254 
236 
182 
158 
125 


4.9 
4.6 


19 ,047 

100.0 

2,173 

11  .4 

2,359 

12.4 

2,343 

12.3 

1,9  14 

10.0 

9  19 

It  .8 

929 

4.9 

1,172 

6  .  2 

1,257 

6.6 

1  ,222 

6.4 

1  ,  173 

6.2 

939 

4  .9 

830 

4.4 

572 

1  .0 

534 

2.8 

407 

2  .  1 

304 

1.6 
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6.4 
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144 

6.1 

130 

5  .  5 

1  1  7 

4.9 

3  39 
631 
619 
328 
234 
273 
360 
396 

331 
284 
278 
233 

220 
120 

1  3  8 


20,155 

2,130 

2  ,259 

2,307 

1  ,785 

1  ,065 

1,135 

1,325 

1,375 

1,312 

1  ,213 

1  ,024 

899 

7  38 

649 

438 

501 
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The  above  population  conditions  have  important  implications  for  those  who  would 
plan  for  future  school  needs,  businessmen  who  must  anticipate  consumption  patterns  and 
local  officials  who  project  the  city's  employment  potential,  to  name  just  a  few. 

The  most  outstanding  characteristic  of  the  City  of  Hamlet's  population,  as  in- 
dicated by  the  statistics  in  Table  5,  is  the  below  average  younger  age  representation  in 
cohort  groups  from  0  to  30  years.   Male  age  groups  of  less  than  30  years,  without  exception 
comprise  smaller  percentages  of  their  respective  total  populations  than  would  be  expected 
on  the  basis  of  township,  county,  and  state  trends.   Females,  too,  are  presert  in  smaller 
force  than  would  be  expected  on  the  basis  of  county  and  state  averages  up  to  age  34,  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  15  to  19  year  age  group.   Also  significant  is  the  fact  that, 
although  all  three  "local"  jurisdictions  generally  have  smaller  percentages  of  their 
populations  concentrated  in  these  younger  aged  groups  than  is  the  case  on  a  statewide  basis 
the  figures  for  Hamlet  are  consistently  lower  than  in  the  under-represented  township  and 
county . 

A  corollary  finding  to  be  gained  from  the  data  in  Table  5  is  the  fact  that  Hamlet. 
Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County  are  disproportionately  composed  of  aged  persons. 
Again,  this  condition  is  especially  evident  in  Hamlet,  where  the  percentages  of  persons 
aged  50  and  over  for  both  males  and  females  are  higher  than  similar  percentages  in  the 
township,  county,  and  state.   In  Hamlet,  the  median  age  of  the  male  population  is  32.8; 
statewide  it  is  24.4!   This  means,  in  effect,  that  the  average  citizen  in  Hamlet  is  more 
than  eight  years  older  than  the  average  citizen  elsewhere  in  North  Carolina!   The  female 
median  age  in  Hamlet  is  34.2;   statewide  it  is  26.7  (a  discrepency  with  the  same  meaning, 
per  capita  age  wise,  as  noted  above  for  males).   These  city  median  age  levels  are  also 
higher  than  male  and  female  age  medians  in  both  the  township  and  county. 

The  above  facts  are  not  pleasant  indicators  for  future  population  expectations. 
If  immigration  does  not  occur  and  if  the  present  population  does  not  replenish  itself  in 
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an  accelerated  manner,  then  Hamlet  residents  could  find  themselves  in  a  difficult 
"dependency  situation."   By  this  is  meant  that  an  even  smaller  labor  force  than  now  exist; 
will  be  available  to  support  a  growing  number  of  retiring  men  and  women. 

Finally,  it  can  be  seen  in  Table  5  that  the  sex  distribution  in  Hamlet  is 
slightly  unbalanced,  with  females  being  present  in  greater  numbers  within  most  age  cohort! 
In  the  age  cohorts  15  to  49,  111  more  females  than  males  live  in  Hamlet.   For  all  age 
groups,  there  are  a  total  of  280  more  females  in  the  city.   These  figures  are  comparable 
with  Marks  Creek  but  not  Richmond  County  or  State  trends,  the  last  two  of  which  have 
relatively  equal  numbers  of  males  and  females. 

Income,  Education  and  Housing 

A  great  deal  can  be  learned  about  a  city's  style  of  life,  culture,  and  economic 
potential  by  examining  its  peoples'  income,  education  and  housing  characteristics.   As  in 
the  preceeding  pages,  statistics  are,  whenever  possible,  presented  for  the  City  of  Hamlet. 
Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County.   This  procedure  permits  comparative  evaluations 
and  gives  to  the  citizen  a  better  understanding  of  the  data's  import  for  his  city. 

Income 


Table  6  depicts  the  family  income  distribution  in  the  city,  township  and  county 
by  numbers  and  percentages  of  families  earning  x  amount  of  dollars.   In  addition,  total 
and  median  family  income  and  total  personal  and  individual  per  capita  income  figures  are 
presented. 
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Table  b  Distribution  of  Family  and  Personal  Income:  Kara  let  ,  Marks  Creek  Twp  .  and 

Richmond  County,  1959. 
Hamlet  Marks  Creek  Twp.  Richmond  County 

Income  Bracket 


N  o 


Percent 


N  o 


Per-  e  n  r 


N) 


Percent 


Under  $3,000 
$3,000  -  $7  ,999 
$8,000  and  over 

Total 
Total  Family  Inc. 

Med  ian  Income 
Total  Personal  Inc. 

Per  Cap  i ta 


360 
583 
2  63 


29.9 

48. 3 
21.8 


983 
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398 


36.4 
48.9 

L4.7 


1  ,892 

2  ,862 

=•4  2 


36.0 

5  4.0 
10.0 


1206      100.0 
$6  ,659  ,500 

$5,061 
$7  ,065,730 

$1  ,584 


2699      100.0 
$13,088,500 

$4,292 
$13  ,886  ,899 

$1  ,292 


5,297      100.0 
$41 ,778 ,500 

$4,436 
$44,32  1 ,970 

$1,131 


Hamlet  ranks  relatively  high  in  personal  income  levels  as  compared  with  the 
surrounding  jurisdictions.   The  city's  per  capita  income  of  $1,584  is  $292  larger  than  the 
per  capita  income  for  township  residents  and  $453  larger  than  the  per  capita  income  for 
county  residents.   However,  the  level  of  Income  for  the  state's  urban  residents  is  $1,639, 
or  $55  more  per  capita  than  is  realized  in  Hamlet.   As  in  most  Carolina  cities,  Hamlet 
citizens  earn  considerably  less  on  a  per  capita  basis  than  the  national  average  of  $2,069 
($525  less  to  be  exact). 

Family  income  is  also  higher  in  Hamlet  than  in  Marks  Creek  Township  (by  $769), 
Richmond  County  (by  $625)  and  urban  North  Carolina  (by  $218),  but  much  lower  than  the 
national  median  income  level  of  $6,166  ($1,105  less  to  be  precise). 

Although  the  overall  income  levels  of  Hamlet  residents  are  favorable  as  compared 
with  other  local  and  even  state  figures,  the  fact  remains  that  a  sizeable  percentage  of 
the  city's  people  (29,9)  are  living  under  conditions  of  poverty.   Again,  it  can  be  seen 
(Table  6)  that  Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County  have  higher  percentages  of  persons 
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in  disadvantaged  circumstances.   Federal,  state  and  local  efforts  will  be  necessary  in 
order  to  assist  these  people  to  help  themselves.   Today,  there  are  programs  and  plans  to 
combat  poverty  on  every  front;  Hamlet  leaders  can  play  an  importart  role  in  their  community's 
effort  to  use  these  opportunities  to  the  city's  best  advantage. 

Whether  the  City  of  Hamlet  can  maintain  and  even  improve  upon  its  general  income 
levels  and  increase  its  per  capita  and  median  family  Income  levels  to  national  standards 
will  depend  largely  upon  how  successful  the  local  areas  are  in  in  creasing  job  opportunities, 
upgrading  citizen  skill  levels  and  providing  amenities  for  immigrants. 

Education 

Educational  achievement  is  closely  related  to  earning  power  and  other  measures 
of  a  community;  therefore,  we  do  well  to  evaluate  Hamlet's  population  in  this  regaid.   Table 
7,  below,  contains  housing  information  on  city,  township  and  county  levels. 

Table  7   Educational  Levels  -  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County,  1960 


Years  of  School  Completed 


City  of  Ham  let      Marks  Creek  Twp , 
No.      Percent      No,        Percent 


Richmond  County 
No .       Percent 


Persons  25  years  old  and  over 
(total) 

No.  school  years  completed 

Elementary:  1  to  4  years 
5  to  7  years 
8  years 

High  School:  1  to  3  years 
4  years 

College:  1  to  3  years 

4  years  or  more 

Median  school  years  completed 


625 

100.0 

5,755 
196 

100.0 

20,011 
8  8  1 

100 

0 

213 

9.3 

726 

16.0 

3  ,054 

19 

7 

438 

28.0 

1  ,290 

32.1 

5,265 

36 

6 

297 

-- 

557 

2  ,054 

486 

46.3 

970 

40.2 

3  ,533 

34 

3 

730 

1  ,345 

3  ,331 

225 

16.4 

3  69 

11.7 

998 

9 

4 

206 

11.1 

302 

9  .3 

889 
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The  average  level  of  educational  achievement  is  very  high  in  Hamlet,  higher  than 
it  is  in  the  township,  county  and  state  (average),  including  the  state's  urban  areas.   The 
average  Hamlet  adult,  with  11.1  years  of  education,  is  almost  two  or  three  years  better 
educated  than  his  neighbors  in  Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County,  respectively.   Yet, 
there  are  flaws  in  this  seemingly  bright  data.   More  than  nine  (9)  percent  of  the  city 
population  over  25  years  of  age  are  functional  illiterates,  that  is,  have  not  completed 
more  than  four  years  of  school.   Another  28.3  percent  of  the  city's  people  have  no  more 
than  an  eighth  grade  education  and  only  16.4  percent  of  the  citizens  have  had  any  college 
experience.   These  statistics,  of  course,  read  far  worse  for  the  surrounding  township  and 
county,  but  this  is  of  no  comfort  to  the  city  official  concerned  with  the  general  area's 
future  growth  and  development. 

A  continuing  problem  that  Hamlet  faces,  along  with  other  cities  and  states,  is 
the  failure  of  many  students  to  secure  a  high  school  education  and  diploma.   This  is  a 
low  minimum  requirement  that  a  person  needs  today  for  job  advancement.   Nevertheless,  more 
than  a  few  students  in  Richmond  County,  as  seen  below,  failed  to  complete  high  school  last 
year  by  leaving  their  respective  school  districts. 

Table  8   Statistics  on  School  Enrollments  and  Expected  Graduations,  1965 
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Entered  Junior  College 
Enrolled  in  Trade,  Business  or 

Nursing  School 
Entered  military  service 
No.  gainfully  employed 
No.  failing  to  complete  H.S. 

Not  all  of  the  above  noted  students  failing  to  complete  high  school  should 
sidered  "drop-outs,"  however.   Some  moved  away  with  their  families,  a  few  died  and  a 
number  fell  victim  to  sicknesses  or  injuries.   Despite  these  happenings,  it  remains 
to  explain  away  a  24.1  percent  non-completion  rate  among  Hamlet's  high  school  studen 
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One  explanation,  consistent  with  the  earlier  data,  accounts  for  the  modest 
percentage  (16.4)  of  college  educated  adults  in  the  City  of  Hamlet  and  the  very  few  college 
trained  adults  in  the  township  (11.7)  and  county  (9.4-):  outmigration  of  the  better  educated 
natives.   These  people  become  the  most  employable  residents  cf  the  community  and  often,  due 
to  lack  of  suitable  local  opportunities,  choose  to  leave  their  hometown  for  "greener 
pastures"  elsewhere. 

Education  is  the  key  to  effective  leadership  and  is  a  community's  wisest  investment 
for  future  growth.   More  emphasis  must  be  placed  on  the  educational  systems  in  Hamlet  as 
well  as  throughout  Richmond  County.   Unskilled  laborers,  for  example,  should  be  trained  ir 
meaningful  skills,  students  should  be  encouraged  to  continue  their  education  at  least 
through  high  school  and  better  job  opportunities  should  be  encouraged  by  the  attraction  of 
new  and  diversified  industries.   Social  improvements  and  personal  satisfactions  will  be 
added  rewards  for  these  endeavors. 

Hou  sing 

Housing  conditions,  as  reported  in  the  1960  Bureau  of  the  Census  publications  and 
updated  in  July  of  1966  by  a  house-to-house  survey  of  the  entire  planning  area,  give  the 
Hamlet  official  yet  another  accurate  reflection  of  living  conditions  in  the  city  and  its 
surrounding  area.   The  quality  of  housing  relates  closely  to  the  above  mentioned  social 
factors,  namely,  income  and  education.   Table  9,  below,  shows  how  the  City  of  Hamlet 
measures  up  with  its  surrounding  areas  with  respect  to  certain  important  aspects  of  the 
housing  situation. 
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Housing  Characteristics  -  Hamlet,  Marks 

Creek  Twp  ,  and  Richmon 

d  County,  1960 

City  of  Hamlet 
Total   Percent 

Marks  Creek  Twp , 
Total     Percent 

Richmond  County 
Total    Percent 

All  Housing  Units  1,525  100,0  3,309 

Owner  Occupied  786  51,5  1,903 

Renter  Occupied  59  5  39,0  1,091 

Vacant  144  9,5          315 

All  Housing  Units  1,525  100-0  3,309 

Sound  1  ,  127  73  .9  2  ,265 

With  all  plumbing  facilities  1,060  1,808 

Lacking  some  or  all  plumbing  67                  457 

Deteriorating  194  12.7          546        16,5 

With  all  plumbing  facilities  108                   173 

Lacking  some  or  all  plumbing  86                  373 

Dilapidated  204  13,4          498        15.1 
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Analysis  of  the  data  indicates  that  the  housing  stock  occupied  by  the  city 
residents  is  considerably  sounder  than  in  the  township  and  county.   In  Hamlet,  12.7  percent 
of  the  homes  are  deteriorating  (salvageable  but  needing  major  repairs)  and  13,4  percent  of 
all  houses  are  dilapidated  (beyond  repair),  whereas  the  conditions  are  much  more  aggravated 
in  the  township  and  county  (16.5,  15.1,  16.5  and  15,1  percents,  respectively).   Further 
study  reveals  that  the  percentage  of  substandard  (deteriorating  plus  dilapidated)  housing 
units  in  Hamlet  (  2  6-.  1  )  is  also  less  than  the  average  for  North  Carolina  cities  and  towns 
(28.8),  though  considerably  more  than  the  national  average  of  18,6  percent. 

More  Hamlet  citizens  reside  in  their  own  homes  than  do  the  inhabitants  of  Marks 
Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County.   This  is  a  sta fistic  that  has  often  been  associated  with 
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citizen  receptivity  to  community  pride  and  public  spirited  enterprises;  in  short,  home 
ownership  ratios  have  been  used  as  a  measure  of  the  peoples'  roots  in  the  society  and 
citizens'  concern  for  its  well  being. 

The  total  population  of  Hamlet  and  the  one  mile  planning  area  can  be  established 
at  9,283  on  the  basis  of  the  above  noted  1966  planning  survey.   This  figure  is  derived 
from  the  average  size  of  households  in  the  city  (3.17)  and  fringe  (3.90)  areas,  multiplied 
by  households  counted  (1,581  within  the  city  limits  -  1,147  in  the  fringe). 

Although  Hamlet  is  comparatively  well-off  housing-wise  with  respect  to  the 

surrounding  environments,  the  important  point  for  local  officials  to  remember  is  that 

3 
there  are  still  quite  a  few  homes  in  the  city  of  unsound  condition  (398  to  be  exact). 

As  was  indicated  earlier  with  regard  to  the  problems  of  low  income  families  and  poorly 

educated  adults,  Hamlet  officials  have  a  very  favorable  opportunity  to  reverse  these 

trends.   The  many  current  government  programs  and  the  present  comprehensive  planning 

approach  to  sound  community  development  are  close  allies  to  all  action-oriented  local 

leaders  . 


3.   These  conditions  will  be  treated  in  much  greater  detail  in  the  forthcoming 
"Neighborhood  Analysis"  (see  program  timetable,  pp.  1-2). 
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Part  II   The  Economy 

The  founding  and  continued  existence  of  almost  all  cities  are  based  upon  their 
economic  potential  and/or  viability.   The  rare  exceptions  are  the  religious  centers 
(Salt  Lake  City),  the  governmental  headquarters  (Brasilia),  the  health  resorts  (retirement 
villages  in  Florida),  and  other  such  cities  whose  original  and  primary  justification  for 
being  was  not  economic.   Even  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  there  are  cities  that  serve 
a  specialized  function:   Nags  Head,  Southern  Pines  and  Blowing  Rock  are  just  three  examples. 
Hamlet  has  no  such  exotic  claims  and  therefore  its  people  rely  upon  commerce  and  industry 
for  their  sustenance.   This  section  of  the  report  is  intended  to  familiarize  the  reader 
with  the  most  important  facts  regarding  the  economic  base  or  composition  of  the  area.   It 
should  enable  the  city  officials  and  individual  citizens  to  better  acquaint  themselves  with 
Hamlet's  strengths  and  weaknesses. 

Types  of  Employment 

The  following  Table  indicates  the  specialties  in  which  the  local  residents  are 
employed.   Of  all  the  many  possible  types  of  economic  activity,  railroad  and  railway 
express  services  are  obviously  still  predominant  in  the  City  of  Hamlet. 
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Table  10   Industrial  Diversification 
Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County,  1960 

City  of  Hamlet     Marks  Creek  Twp . 
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0.  1 

36 

0.3 

_ 

_ 

2  0 

0,5 

62 

0  =  4 

61 

3  .7 

1  0  7 

2.9 

275 

2  ,0 

1  1  1 

6.8 

309 

8.4 

3  ,532 

26.1 

19 

1  ,2 

35 

1.0 

75 

0.6 

4 

0.2 

24 

0.7 

199 

1  .  5 

535 

32.5 

1  ,069 

29.3 

1  ,269 

9  .4 

8 

0.5 

3  1 

0.9 

234 

1  .7 

51 

3.  1 

91 

2.5 

218 

1.6 

2  5 

1  .5 

45 

1.2 

28  3 

2.1 

34 

2.  1 

7  5 

2.  1 

295 

2.1 

200 

12.2 

425 

11.6 

1  ,653 

12,2 

15 

0.9 

5  6 

1.5 

190 

1.4 

64 

3  .9 

248 

6.8 

848 

6.3 

88 

5.3 

14  1 

3.9 

43  4 

3  .2 

8 

0.5 

63 

1  .7 

145 

1  . 

143 

8.7 

183 

5.0 

672 

5  .0 

34 

2.  1 

lb 

2.  1 

264 

1  .9 

44 

2.7 

60 

1.6 

251 

1.9 

1  1  1 

6.8 

205 

5.6 

5  3  3 

3.9 
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The  percentage  of  the  city's  population  engaged  in  the  various  industries  is  on 
an  even  par  with  the  rest  of  the  township  and  county  in  all  categories  except  the  railroad 
industry,  manufacturing  (especially  textiles)  and  agriculture.   Fewer  Hamlet  citizens  are 
employed  in  the  latter  two  industries  in  part  because  so  many  workers  are  employed  in 
railroading  (almost  50  percent  of  all  Richmond  County  railroad  employees  live  in  Hamlet). 
Thus,  the  local  economic  base  is  largely  dominated  by  one  industry,  and  this  condition 
could  bode  trouble  if  railroading  should  continue  to  decline.   With  one  industry 
dominating  the  economic  activity  in  Hamlet,  the  city's  fortunes  are  inextricably  tied  to 
the  successes  or  failures  of  that  sector.   The  population  decline  from  1950  to  1960  was  in 
no  small  way  occasioned  by  the  shutdown  of  a  part  of  the  railroad  operations.   The  effect 
of  Hamlet's  lack  of  industrial  diversification  in  this  regard  can  be  seen  in  the  following 
table  which  depicts  the  observed  changes  in  railroad  and  manufacturing  activities  over  a 
ten  year  period  with  respect  to  the  numbers  of  persons  each  industry  employed. 

Table  11   Changes  in  City  and  County  Railroad  and  Manufacturing  Employment, 

1950   -   1960 


1950  Total 


1960  Total 


1950  -  1960 
Difference 
Total   Percent 


City  of  Ham  let 
Manufacturing 
Ra  i  lr oa  ds 


130 
869 


247 
535 


+  117 
-334 


+9  0.0 
-38.4 


Richmond  County 
Manu  f ac  tur  i  ng 
Rai  lroads 


5212 
1712 


4694 
1269 


-518 
-443 


-9.9 
-25.9 


Noting  the  decline  in  railroad  workers  over  this  ten  year  span  (almost  40  percent), 
Hamlet  leaders  would  be  wise  in  trying  to  promote  diversification  in  new  industries.   It 
is  worth  noting  that  manufacturing  work  opportunities  declined  almost  10  percent  from  1950 
to  1960  on  a  county  basis,  yet  increased  90  percent  in  the  City  of  Hamlet  over  the  same 
period  of  years.   Some  changes  in  the  Hamlet  economy  have  already  begun  in  earnest. 

If  the  local  economic  picture  is  to  brighten  in  the  years  ahead,  efforts  should  be 
made  now  to  attract  more  fast  growth  firms  that  will  provide  incentives  for  those  willing 
to  develop  new  skills.  An  expanded  economy  might  also  provide  the  opportunities  for  the 
educated  young  persons  that  are  now  absent,  enabling  this  type  of  individual  to  remain  in 
the  community.  As  has  often  been  pointed  out  before,  it  is  the  city's  standard  of  living 
that  people  measure  and  not  only  its  population  advances. 

Occupations,  Male  and  Female 

A  further  view  of  the  area's  employment  outlook  can  be  gained  from  a  consideration 
of  sex  group  distribution  in  the  various  industries.   Occupational  data  of  this  nature  are 
given  below  in  Table  12: 
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Table  12   Occupational  Data  By  Sex  -  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Twp  .  and  Richmond  County,  1960 


H  am  let   Percent 


Marks 
Creek 

Twp  . 


Ri  chmond 
County 


Percent 


Ma  le  ,  emp  1  oy e d 

Prof.,  tech.,  and  kind,  workers 

Farmers  and  farm  managers 

Mgrs.,  Off.,  prop.,  excl.  farm 

Clerical  and  kindred  workers 

Sales  workers 

Craftsmen,  firemen  and  kind,  workers 

Operatives  and  kindred  workers 

Private  household  workers 

Serv.  workers,  exc.  priv.  household 

Farm  laborers  and  farm  foremen 

Laborers,  except  farm  and  mine 

Occupation  not  reported 


1,051 


100.0 


2,434 


,  757 


100,0 


5  6 

5  .  3 

101 

4  ,  2 

394 

4,5 

3 

0.3 

36 

1.5 

486 

5.6 

142 

13.5 

258 

10.6 

719 

8.2 

10  1 

9  .6 

174 

7  .  1 

397 

4.6 

79 

7  .5 

145 

6.0 

562 

6.4 

269 

25.6 

557 

22.9 

1,691 

19  .3 

213 

20.3 

590 

24.2 

2,690 

30.7 

___ 



5 

0.2 

29 

0,3 

hi 

5.9 

176 

7  .2 

49  1 

5.6 





54 

2.2 

283 

3  .2 

60 

5.7 

2  10 

8  .6 

746 

8.5 

66 

6.3 

128 

5.3 

269 

3  .  1 

594 

100.0 

1  ,220 

100.0 

4,  798 

100.0 

9  9 

16.7 

14  4 

12.2 

462 

9.6 





4 

0.3 

64 

1  .3 

4  5 

7  .6 

45 

3  .7 

137 

2.8 

137 

23  .0 

227 

18.6 

63  I 

13  .2 

38 

6.4 

80 

6.6 

318 

6.6 

4 

0.7 

12 

1  .0 

52 

1  .  1 

104 

18.3 

255 

20.9 

1,611 

33  .6 

64 

10.8 

227 

18.6 

778 

16.2 

62 

10.4 

148 

12.  1 

498 

10.4 





12 

1.0 

71 

1.5 

4 

0.7 

12 

1  .0 

4  7 

1.0 

32 

5.4 

4  4 

4.0 

!  2  9 

2  .7 

Female,  employed 

Prof.,  tech.,  and  kind,  workers 

Farmers  and  farm  managers 

Mgrs.,  off.,  prop.,  excl.  farm 

Clerical  and  kindred  workers 

Sales  wor ke r s 

Craftsmen,  firemen  and  kind,  workers 

Operatives  and  kindred  workers 

Private  household  workers 

Serv.  workers,  exc.  priv.  household 

Farm  laborers  and  farm  foremen 

Laborers,  except  farm  and  mine 

Occupation  not  reported 
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As  could  be  expected  in  a  city  dominated  by  railroad  operations,  craftsmen, 
operatives  and  managers  comprise  the  highest  percentage  of  male  workers  and  a  large  number 
of  Hamlet's  female  employees.   A  greater  percentage  of  persons  living  in  the  township  and 
county  are  employed  in  the  operative,  category  than  is  the  case  in  Hamlet,   Female  workers 
in  the  professional  and  technical  services  are  three  times  more  numerous  (percentage-wise  I 
than  their  male  counterparts  in  this  category,  largely  because  this  is  one  of  the  few 
occupational  categories  in  which  their  sex  is  not  a  barrier  to  employment-.   It  is 
interesting  to  note,  however,  that  the  City  of  Hamlet  does  have  a  larger  percentage  of 
professionals,  clerical  employees  and  craftsmen  than  can  be  found  in  either  the  township 
or  county.   A  corollary  finding  is  that  Hamlet  has  fewer  laborers  and  domestics  (none  of 
the  former  category  is  even  listed  in  the  city  figures).   Although  this  comparison  is 
somewhat-  encouraging  for  Hamlet  officials,  the  overall  picture  is  not-.   Greater  diversifi- 
cation of  industry  and  commerce  would  further  increase  the  proportions  of  service,  sales 
and  clerical  workers,  managers,  professionals  and  technical  personnel-   The  higher  than 
average  incomes  attendant  upon  these  positions  as  opposed  to  unskilled  labor  would  add  to 
the  city's  financial  inputs,  stimulating  the  local  economy  and  enhancing  the  tax  base. 

Retail  Trade 

Another  way  of  looking  at  the  city's  economic  development  is  to  examine  the 
status  of  its  retail  trade  area.   Table  13,  below,  contains  the  essential  data  for 
understanding  the  current  state  of  retail  trade  in  the  City  of  Hamlet. 
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Table  13   Retail  Sales  in  the  Hamlet  Trade  Area, 


1954   -   1963 


1954 


1958 


Pe  r ce  n  t 

Change 


1963 


Percent 
Change 


No 


of  establishments 


65 


+  24.6 


Sales  ($  000) 
Payroll  ($  000) 
No.  of  employees 

Kind-of-bus i nes s  group 

Food  stores 

Eating,  drinking  places 

General  merchandise  group 

Apparel,  accessories  stores 

Furniture,  home  furnish. 

Automotive  group 

Gasoline  service  stations 

Lumber,  build,  matls.  h'ware 

Drug  stores 

Other  retail  stores 


,038 

7,819 

+  11.1 

8,203 

630 

913 

+  44.9 

796 

368 

364 

-  1.1 

304 

2,590 
313 

*  (2) 
705 
391 

*  (6) 
659 
683 
209 
176 


4.9 
12.8 
16.5 


934 

-25.3 

2 

130 

+  10 

1 

43  3 

+38.3 

301 

-  30 

5 

1  10 

699 

-  37 

0 

(9) 

*   (9) 

* 

(9) 

406 

+  3.8 

423 

+   4 

2 

(4) 

- 

1 

795 

787 

+  19.4 

1 

025 

+  30 

2 

350 

-48.8 

195 

-  44 

3 

(4) 

*   (3) 

* 

(3) 

300  + 

+  70.5 

715 

+  138 

3 

*  Retail  sales  withheld  to  avoid  disclosure;  numerics  indicate  number  of  establish- 
ments . 

Retail  trade  activity  increased  in  Hamlet  in  terms  of  dollar  sales  and  number 
of  establishments  from  1954  to  1958,  and  again  from  1958  to  1963.   However,  the  big  45 
percent  jump  in  payroll  dollars  from  1954  to  1958  was  offset  somewhat  by  a  decline  from 
1958  to  1963,  and  a  steady  drop  over  the  above  noted  time  span  in  total  number  of  retail 
trade  employees.   Gasoline  service  stations  and  other,  miscellaneous  type  retail  stores 
have  accounted  for  the  big  increase;  the  losses  have  occurred  in  the  lumber,  building  and 
hardware  industry  and  merchandising  and  eating-drinking  establishments. 
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Statistics  given  by  the  North  Carolina  Department  of  Revenue  indicate  how 
Richmond  County  retail  establishments  faired  over  the  years  from  1954  to  1963.   Total 
dollars  spent  in  retail  trade  increased  from  25.1  million  to  44.0  million  dollars.   However, 
state-wide  gains  suggest  that  there  is  nothing  too  startling  about  the  city  increases 
(service  stations  and  other  retail  stores)  and  some  reason  for  disappointment  with  the 
reported  losses  (lumber  and  eating  establishments).   Furthermore,  even  the  county-wide 
gains  in  retail  sales  were  not  as  rapid  as  those  made  elsewhere  in  the  state.   Since  1951, 
Richmond  County  has  held  a  gradually  diminishing  proportion  of  all  North  Carolina  retail 
sales.   Last  year,  the  county  sales  were  but  six-tenths  of  one  percent  of  state  retail 
totals.   Two  principal  factors  account  for  the  faster  rate  of  sales  outside  Richmond 
County:   (1)  the  state's  population  growth  rate  is  higher  than  the  county's  (12  percent 
increase  as  opposed  to  the  county's  one  percent  decline),  and  (2)  the  higher  level  of 
income  in  the  state  (per  capita  $1,260)  than  in  the  county  (per  capita  income  $1,131). 
Therefore,  the  reader  might  conclude  that  although  city  gains  were  registered  in  some 
retail  categories,  these  gains  were  only  a  reflection  of  general  county-wide  gains, 
which  themselves  were  fewer  than  state  averages. 

The  distance  over  which  a  business  center  exerts  a  positive  pull  can  never  be 
measured  with  precision  and  exactitude  but  it  can  be  measured.   One  favorite  method  for 
doing  this  is  the  mathematical  formula  known  as  Reilly's  Law  of  Retail  Gravitation.   The 
principle  behind  this  concept  is  that  people  usually  will  trade  in  the  largest  urban 
center  which  is  most  easily  accessible,  all  other  things  being  equal.   As  one  of  the  two 
largest  urban  centers  in  Richmond  County,  Hamlet,  through  improved  transportation  routes 
and  land  use  planning,  could  aid  in  boosting  its  commercial  sales  total  and  reverse  the 
above  noted  declines  in  certain  retail  categories. 
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Employment  Levels 


The  following  table  is  designed  to  show  general  employment  level  characteristics 
of  the  labor  force  on  a  city,  township  and  county  comparative  basis.   Data  are  presented 
by  age,  sex  and  institutional  breakdowns. 


Table  14   Employment  Status  -  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Twp  .  and  Richmond  Co 


1960 


Ham  let 


Marks  Creek 
Townsh  ip 


R  ichmond 
County 


ale,  14  and  over 

abor  Force 

Percent  of  Total 

ivilian  Labor  Force 
Emp 1 oye  d 
Unemp 1 o  y e  d 

Percent  of  Civil.  Labor  Force 

o  t  in  Labor  Force 
Inmate  of  Institution 
Enrolled  in  School 
Other,  Under  65  Years  Old 
Other,  65  Years  Old  and  Over 


1  ,494 

1,116 

74.7 

1,111 

1  ,050 

60 

5  .4 

378 

17 

174 

53 

L34 


1  ,901 

1  ,447 

76.  1 

1  ,443 

1  ,383 

60 

4.2 

454 

206 
133 
115 


3  ,395 

2,563 

75.5 

2  ,554 

2,434 

120 

4.7 

832 

17 

380 

186 

249 


Female,  14  and  over 

Labo  r  Force 

Percent  of  Total 

Emp loye  d 

Unemp 1 oye  d 

Percent  of  Civil.  Labor  Force 

Not  in  Labor  Force 

Inmate  of  Institution 
Enrolled  in  School 
Other,  Under  65  Years  Old 
Other,  65  Years  Old  and  Over 

Married  Women  in     Labor  Force 
Husband  Present 
With  Own  Children  Under  6 


1  ,782 

616 

34.6 

594 

22 

3.6 

1  ,166 

231 
698 
237 

365 

7  3 


2  ,238 

678 

30.3 

626 

52 

7  .  7 

1  ,560 

280 

1  ,013 

267 

403 

1  12 


4,020 

1  ,294 

32  .2 

1  ,220 

74 
5.7 

2  ,726 

511 

1,711 

504 

7  68 

185 
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Males  outnumber  females  in  the  city,  township  and  county  labor  forces,  despite 
the  fact  that  there  are  far  more  females  of  labor  force  age  living  in  these  areas  (15.6 
percent  more  in  Richmond  County).   Although  much  larger  percentages  of  the  township  and 
county  females  are  unemployed,  these  conditions  are  not  unusual,  as  females  typically 
comprise  a  smaller  percentage  of  the  labor  force.   Furthermore,  female  unemployment  rates 
do  not  reflect  the  same  kinds  of  hardship  and  deprivation  associated  with  male  unemployment 
Worst  news  of  all,  from  Hamlet's  viewpoint,  is  the  large  number  of  unemployed  males  (60) 
in  the  city  population.   This  figure  is  almost  three  times  larger  than  that  for  females, 
and  more  importantly,  Hamlet !s  unemployment  ratio  of  5.4  percent  is  nearly  double  the 
current  U.S.  rate  of  just  over  3  percent.   At  a  time  when  county  unemployment  rates  have 
dropped  to  their  lowest  point  in  recorded  local  history,  Hamlet  officials  have  cause  to 
be  concerned  about  the  city's  disproportionate  number  of  unemployed  males.   Once  again, 
the  need  for  a  more  diversified  local  economic  base  is  accentuated  by  a  problem  occasioned 
by  the  absence  of  varied  income  opportunities. 

Worker  Availability 

A  study  was  recently  completed  by  the  North  Carolina  Employment  Security 
Commission  of  the  estimated  number  of  resident  production  workers  available  for  prospective 
Hamlet  industries.    Table  15,  below,  outlines  the  significant  findings  of  this  research: 


1.   "Estimate  of  Resident  Worker  Availability,"   Employment  Security  Commission  of 
North  Carolina,  May  2,  1966,  pp.  1-4. 
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Table  15   Number  and  Characteristics  of  Available  Production  Workers,  1966 


Miles  Distant 

0-15 

15  -  20 

Total 


Total  Workers  Available 


No 


male 


1,260   470 

780   320 
2,040   790 


f ema  le 


790 

460 

1,250 


Ski  lied 


Semi-Ski  lied 


Tra  i  nab  1  e 


male   female    male   female    male   female 


25 

15 

90 

125 

355 

650 

15 

10 

5  5 

90 

250 

360 

40 

2  5 

145 

215 

605 

1,010 

These  estimates  are  based  upon  a  recruiting  area  that  covers  a  twenty  (20)  mile 
radius,  or  an  approximate  25  to  35  minutes  driving  time.   The  area  includes  portions  of 
Anson,  Moore,  Richmond  and  Scotland  Counties.   The  population  encompassed  64,495  persons 
in  1960.   The  above  estimates  do  not  include  all  potential  workers  in  the  area,  but  only 
those  who  would  be  qualified  for  and  willing  to  accept  pr o d uc t i o n- t y p e  work  in  an 
industrial  plant.   Furthermore,  the  trainable  category  noted  above  does  not  include  persons 
over  45  years  of  age,  thus,  a  larger  number  of  workers  actually  might  be  available  than 
are  here  indicated. 

The  large  number  of  semi-skilled  workers  available,  in  addition  to  many  with 
skills  in  declining  industries,  points  to  the  need  for  an  ambitious  program  of  job  training 
and  retraining  in  the  City  of  Hamlet. 

Mobility  of  the  Labor  Force 

Owing  to  the  slow  economic  growth  of  the  general  area,  as  illustrated  in  the 
earlier  tables,  a  certain  percentage  of  the  city,  township  and  county  populations  do  go 
beyond  the  local  environment  to  work,  but  they  are  few  in  number  (not  more  than  12  percent 
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of  the  city,  township  or  county  populations):   Most  persons  who  live  in  the  local  area 
work  thereiric   Most  county  residents  who  do  commute  to  other  counties  do  so  primarily  to 
Moore,  Montgomery  and  Scotland  Counties.   The  largest  number  of  city  commuters  work  in 
unspecified  locations  (7.2  percent  of  all  workers).   Nevertheless,  most  city,  township 
and  county  citizens  do,  as  noted  above,  work  in  jobs  within  the  jurisdiction  of  their  owi 
area,   Table  16  helps  the  reader  to  understand  this  condition  5nd  thus  supports  the  view 
that  county  workers  are  substantially  anchored  in  the  home  communities  < 89 ; 5  percent); 

Table  16   Worker  Mobility  -  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County,  1960 


Hamlet    Percent 


Marks  Creek 

Twp 


R  i  chmond 
Percent     County 


Percent 


Total  1598  100,0 

Richmond  County  1412  88.3 

Anson  County  8  0.5 

Stanley  County  -           - 

Montgomery  County  3  0.2 

Moore  County  4  0,3 

Hoke  County  4  0,3 

Scotland  County  15  0 

Marlboro  County,  S.C.  5  0 

Chesterfield  Co,,  S.C.           4  0 

Char  lotteCity  3  0 

Bal.  of  Mecklenburg  Co.  4  0 

Robeson  County  20  1 

Union  County  -           - 

Elsewhere  56  3.5 

Place  of  work  not  reported     60  3.7 


3551 
3  124 


45 

13 

46 

18 

4 

7 

8 

36 

84 

1  r.  0 


1 0  0  -,  0 


13  ,300 


100.0 


88  =0 

11  ,908 

89-  5 

0,2 

90 

0  ■  7 

- 

12 

0  ,09 

0.2 

L64 

1  .2 

1,3 

199 

1.5 

0,4 

1  7 

0.  1 

1,3 

L6  1 

1.2 

0,  5 

37 

0,3 

0.  1 

1  5 

n  1 

0,2 

34 

0.3 

0,2 

21 

0,2 

1,0 

44 

0,3 

2.4 

231 

1  .  7 

4.2 

367 

2.8 

3  0  - 


Agr  i cultural  D e  c  Line 

Since  194  5,  Richmond  County  has  experienced  a  steady  d^clin*   in  bona  fid-  farms 
and  the  number  of  acres  lr  farm  usage.   In  rhf  ye  it   1  ^  S  9  ,  there  were  almost  1,000  fewer 
farm  tracts  in  use  thai  there  were  four'pc-i   y  ^  a  r  ?  earlier    F  -,  r  m  i     r  r-  ig<      decreased  f  I  >m 
143.000  acres  In  1954  to  109,000  a  res  ii   L959    The  j-et,g   i  a  r  <n  ,  how  wei     "  ually  ir 
creased  in  size  durir.g  fhi=  •;  a  m  <■  dp'  iod  (from  91  to  118  a  r  -  ,  >  ,  -,   ondltlor  attributed  'o 
the  a  b  a  n  d  o  -  n  e  n  r  of  the  fjrii  by  small  operators    Thi'  d  <?  ve  1  opme  r.  t   is  typical  of  similar 
trends  b  p  i  n  g  e  v  i  d  e  n  =  d  nationwide  toward  1  a  r  g  t.     scali   farming    R  1  hm  o  r.  d  County  car   ■.■  0  .  r 
to  see  m  o  r  e  e  v  i  d  e  n  c  e  of  farm  <  it,  solidation  1  n  I  b>-  f.  u  uri    -.rd  with  this   ondition  will  go 
increases  in  farm  supoly  i"d  produce  p  ur  c  h  a  s  s    ra  b  1   1   s  umma  r  i  z  e  s  t  h  e  s  €  n  d  j  i  r  a  g  r  i  u  1= 
rural  t">nds  on  a  county  basis 

'able  I7   Agriculture  in  Richmond  Count v 
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Projected  Employment 

Despite  the  expected  farm  declines,  the  agricultural  industry  is  not  expected 
to  exert  as  great  an  influence  on  the  total  employment  as  once  would  have  been  the  case, 
Based  upon  national  growth  rates,  Richmond  County  agricultural  employment  is  expected  to 
decline  to  less  than  650  by  1970  and  less  than  400  by  1980,   Manufacturing,  on  the  other 
hand,  figures  to  be  the  big  gainer  during  the  next  ten  to  fifteen  years  (only  the  textile 
sector  is  estimated  to  lose  ground  in  this  category).   This  latter  assumption  is  based 
upon  national  trends;  there  are  a  few  indications  that  Richmond  County  might  not  follow 
larger  area  patterns:.   For  one  thing,  the  national  t ex  rile  employment  decline  is  not 
uniform,   Many  plants  could  be  closing  and  otherwise  losing  workers  because  of  outdated 
equipment,  poor  management  and  ether  such  factors.   Some  textile  plants  in  certain  areas 
have  done  very  well  financially  in  recent  years  and  the  south  is  the  recognized  new  growth 
center  for  the  industry. 

Local  paper  and  food  processing  plants  are  expected  to  bring  new  employment 
opportunities  to  Richmond  County,   If  local  growth  in  these  and  other  manufacturing  areas 
is  commensurate  with  national  trends,  then  a  significant  facet  of  productive  activity  will 
help  to  absorb  the  expected  railroad  losses.   According  to  national  patterns,  railroading 
will  decline  rapidly  in  the  years  ahead.   Yet,  here  again  Richmond  County,  and  especially 
the  City  of  Hamlet,  might  prove  exceptions.   Hamlet  has  specialized  services,  maintenance 
and  extensive  repair  facilities  that  could  very  well  stabilize  and  increase  its  share  of 
railroad  business.   Nevertheless,  a  decline  is  assumed  on  the  well  founded  basis  of  U.S. 
trends.   These  conditions  are  summarized  in  Table  18  on  the  following  page: 
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Table  II 


Projected  Employment  in  Basic  Industries  for  Richmond 
County,  1970  and  1980 


1960 


1970 


1980 


Agriculture-forestry 

Manufacturing 
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Chemi  ca Is 
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FUTURE  POPULATION  ESTIMATES 

No  one  is  able  to  predict  with  absolute  certainty  the  future  population  of  an 
area;  nevertheless,  future  plans  can  be  supplemented  with  information  derived  from  careful 
analysis.   By  examining  recent  population  trends  and  other  growth  indications,  assumptions 
can  be  made  about  future  conditions.   Reasonable  expectations  as  to  the  validity  of  such 
estimates  can  be  felt  if  the  assumptions  upon  which  the  estimates  are  based  are  themselves 
valid.   Of  course,  no  one  has  the  ability  to  foretell  precisely  how  Richmond  County  will 
fare  in  the  years  ahead,  or  to  pre'dict  the  future  pattern  of  age  and  migration  rates,  or 
to  pinpoint  the  significance  of  a  given  numerical  population  change  in  the  recent  past,  or 
to  know  whether  the  average  trend  of  the  last  four  decades  is  the  best  indicator  of  a  city 
future  population,  or  even  to  judge  which  of  several  methods  of  population  forecasting 
would  yield  the  best  result  under  the  assumed  conditions.   For  these  reasons,  four 
different  sets  of  projections  will  be  employed  in  this  report  for  estimating  the  future 
population  of  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County.   Specifically,  the  four 
forecasting  techniques  and  the  principles  by  which  they  are  executed  are  as  follows: 

A .  Ratio  Projection  Method  : 

This  method  bases  the  small-area  population  projection  on  that  of  a 
relatively  larger  territorial  unit  which  contains  the  smaller  area 
in  question; 

B .  Cohort  Survival  Method  : 

This  method  is  based  on  the  assumption  that  vital  age  and  migration 
rates  of  the  recent  past  would  continue  unchanged  into  the  near 
future.   Currently  considered  most  accurate  by  demographers,  this 
method  permits  consideration  of  birth,  death  and  migration  rates; 
thus,  only  area  environmental  changes  can  influence  the  resulting 
est  ima  t e  s  ; 
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C .   Arithmetic  Projection  Method: 

This  method  asserts  that  a  given  numerical  change  in  population 
from  one  point  in  time  to  another  as  exhibited  in  the  past  is 
the  best  means  of  extrapolating  a  future  population  trend;  and 

D  .   Least-Squares  Method: 

This  method  uses  regression  analysis  to  compute  a  trend  best 
fitting  the  past  population  data  of  a  given  area  and  to  yield 
an  extrapolated  population  projection. 

Applying  these  four  techniques  to  the  City  of  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Township  and 

Richmond  County  gives  the  following  future  population  estimates  through  1980: 
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Table  19   Population  Estimates  for  Hamlet,  Marks  Creek  Township  and  Richmond  County 


1960 


1965 


1970 


1975 


1980 


HAMLET: 

(a)  Ratio  Projection  Method 

(b)  Cohort  Survival  Method 

(c)  Arithmetic  Projection 

(d)  Least-Squares  Method 

Possibilities  with  annexation  and 
increased  economy  factors 

MARKS  CREEK  TOWNSHIP: 


(a)  Ratio  Projection  Method 

(b)  Cohort  Survival  Method* 

(c)  Arithmetic  Projection 

(d)  Least-Squares  Method 

RICHMOND  COUNTY: 

(a)  Ratio  Projection  Method 

(b)  Cohort  Survival  Method 

(c)  Arithmetic  Projection 

(d)  Least-Squares  Method 


4,460 
4,460 
4,460 
4,460 

4,460 

10,752 
10,752 
10,752 
10,752 

39,202 
39  ,202 
39 ,202 
39,202 


4,046 
4,090 
4,300 
3  ,883 

4,800 

10,564 

11,018 
11,085 

39  ,513 
38,  198 
40,066 
40,598 


3,632 

3,721 

4,  140 
3  ,307 

5,  100 

10,377 

11,284 
11,417 

39,823 
37  ,  193 
40,931 
41,994 


3  ,248 
3  ,466 
3  ,980 
2,730 

5,500 

10,  128 

11 ,550 
11,750 

39  ,329 
35,991 
41,795 
42,912 


2,865 
3,212 
3  ,820 
2,237 

5,800 

9  ,880 

11,816 
12  ,020 

38,835 
34,789 
42,660 
43  ,829 


*  The  cohort-survival  method  cannot  be  applied  to  township  population  statistics  for  the 
purpose  of  deriving  estimates  because  age  group  data  were  not  compiled  for  townships 
in  the  1950  census. 
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HAMLET  POPULATION   ESTIMATES 
1960-1980 
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It  is  the  Planning  Board's  judgement  that  the  cohort  survival  method  is  the 
single  most  reliable  technique  for  the  purpose  of  estimating  the  city's  future  population. 
This  method  takes  more  factors  into  consideration  than  any  other  method  and  is  based  upon 
careful  analysis  of  birth,  death  and  migration  conditions:   Therefore,  it  is  the  Boards 
recommendation  that  local  officials  plan  in  terms  of  a  1980  population  of  3,212  persons, 
unless  strong  actions  are  taken  now  to  arrest  the  present  declines.   If  such  preventive 
measures  are  successful,  and  a  vigorous  program  of  industrial  attraction  and  commercial 
expansion  leads  to  an  invigorated  economy,  then  the  Planning  Board  would  recommend 
planning  for  a  1980  population  in  the  neighborhood  of  6,000  people. 

An  examination  of  Table  19  reveals  that  population  growth  is  not  likely  to 
occur  in  Hamlet,  regardless  of  the  projecting  techniques  employed  to  estimate  future 
conditions,   Only  if  past  trends  are  reversed  by  either  annexations  or  through  a 
stimulated  economy  or  both  can  Hamlet  expect  an  increase  in  population,   Residents  can 
expect  to  see  Hamlet's  population  continue  to  shrink  during  the  period  1965  to  1980, 

Township  and  county  prospects  are  more  optimistic.   Only  under  the  conditions 
assumed  in  the  ratio  projection  and  cohort  survival  methods  are  these  populations  expected 
to  decrease.   Population  increases  could  range  from  9,9  to  11.8  percent  for  the  township 
and  from  8.8  to  11.8  percent  for  the  county  during  this  same  20  year  time  period, 
depending  upon  the  trends  assumed. 

From  these  estimates  and  the  accompanying  explanations,  it  should  be  clear  to 
local  officials  that  Hamlet's  fortunes  are  going  to  be  very  much  influenced  by  the  events 
that  do  or  do  not  transpire  in  the  succeeding  years.   Improvements  in  the  city's  environ- 
ment through  planned  progress  are  part  of  the  current  efforts  being  made  to  encourage 
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rapid  and  efficient  growth  in  the  local  area. 

It  is  important  to  recall  the  point  already  stressed  regarding  estimates,  that 
is,  they  are  only  estimates  based  on  trends  and  not  predictions  as  such.   A  large 
annexation,  the  founding  of  a  major  industry  (or  shutdown  of  a  present  one),  continued 
escalation  of  the  war  in  Vietnam,  or  other  non-predictable  events  could  drastically  alter 
the  above  figures  in  any  given  area,   As  is,  such  estimations  should  help  local  officials 
to  plan  for  the  foreseeable  future  and  adjust  to  new  conditions  as  they  occur. 

Economic  Growth  and  Development 

The  process  of  city  growth  is  usually  explained  by  urban  economists  in  terms  of 
the  "export  base"  theory  of  development.   Simply  stated,  this  school  of  thought  holds  that 
cities  live  by  selling  goods  and  services  to  the  world  outside  their  borders.   In  this 
way  they  obtain  the  resources  to  pay  for  other  imported  goods  and  services  which  they  do 
not  possess.   Thus,  it  is  said  that  cities  live  or  die  with  the  growth  or  decline  of  their 
export  industries.   A  firmer  understanding  of  the  Hamlet  economy  can  be  obtained  by 
considering  the  strengths  and  weaknesses  of  its  export  base.   To  do  so,  it  is  first 
necessary  to  be  familiar  with  the  common  stages  of  city  growth.   The  beginning  stage  is 
one  of  specialization.   At  this  time  the  local  economy  is  in  the  long  shadow  of  a  single 
dominant  industry  or  possibly  a  single  firm.   After  a  period  of  years  this  stage  gives 
way  to  the  growing  complex  stage.   Here,  local  production  broadens  to  new  products  and  new 
customers  and  new  skill  levels.   Next,  the  maturation  stage  occurs  in  which  local 
activities  are  directed  at  replacing  what  up  until  now  has  been  imported  with  new  "home 
built"  materials.   Result:   a  local  economy  expanded  in  the  range  and  quality  of  its 
products  and  services. 

Not  all  cities  progress  through  these  stages  to  positions  of  regional  preeminence 
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Oftentimes,  urban  growth  slakens  or  stalls.   When  the  rate  of  growth  of  new  jobs  increases 
beyond  the  capability  of  the  local  labor  force  (or  vice-versa),  the  resulting  void  creates 
crises  in  the  developmental  stages    Result:   decline  of  a  city  or  the  long  "freezing"  of 
a  city  in  an  early  growth  stage, 

Despite  the  present  constraints  (shortage  of  skilled  and  educated  manpower  and 
railroad  specialization)  ,  Hamlet  is  likely  to  continue  its  development  into  the  maturation 
stage :   The  proximitv  of  Rockingham,  Laurinburg  and  Southern  Pin°s  makes  Hamlet  parr  of 
a  potentially  strong  input  output  complex- 

One  threat  'o  the  city's  potential  is,  as  has  been  noted  in  this  report,  '  h  ^ 
heavy  losses  of  young  adul's    The  current  and  fu'ure  generations  are  net   likely  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  ' raditions,  the  styles,  or  the   limited  opportunities  of  small  city 
living,   Hamlet  will  require  a  wider  range  of  consumer  services  and  amenities  to  hold 
'heir   loyalties  in  future  years  than  has  been  necessary  in  the  past.    So  the  fact  of 
Hamlet  s  location  in  '.he  middle  of  a  growing  area  is  seen  to  be  a  double  edged  sword 
On  the  one  side,  there  is  opportunity  to  grow  with  the  regionj  on  the  other,  there  is 
wasted  potential  if  these  nearby  areas  attract  the  city's  budding  youth    The  presence 
of  attractive  job  opportunities  commensurate  with  new  skill  levels  is  one  approach  to  'he 
solution  of  this  dilemma:   Additional  consumer  services  and  increased  anmenltles  would 
probably  grow  naturally  from  the  cultivation  of  a  truly  diversified  economy  offering 
maximum  opportunities- 

In  addition  ro  providing  needed  economic  stabilization  through  diversification 
of  products  and  increasing  employment  opportunities  for  more  highly  skilled  individuals, 
a  new  industry  can  bring  other  significant  benefits  to  the  Hamlet  community.   Many  of 
these  can  be  measured,   A  recent  study  undertaken  in  nine  representative  U.S.  counties 
by  the  Economic  Research  Department  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  (national)  showed  that 
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100  new  factory  workers  bring  the  following  gains  to  a  town: 

(a)  359  additional  persons; 

(b)  $710,000  more  personal  income  each  year; 

(c)  100  new  households; 

(d)  $331,000  gain  in  retail  sales  per  year; 

(e)  91  more  school  children; 

(f)  3  more  retail  establishments; 

(g)  97  more  passenger  cars  registered; 
(hi  $229,000  more  bank  deposits;  and 

(i)  65  more  persons  employed  in  non  manufacturing  activities  = 

Current  efforts  at  industrial  expansion  are  well  advised  and  in  the  city's 
future  best  interest.   Yet,  such  efforts  should  be  mitigated  by  an  awareness  of  Hamlet's 
basic  limitations  and  controls^   This  report  is  intended  to  encourage  such  an  awareness 
through  a  review  of  the  current  facts  and  conditions  of  Hamlet  s  population  and  economy. 
It  is  hoped  that  city  officials,  by  having  undertaken  this  hard,  realistic  analysis  of 
local  situations,  will  be  better  prepared  to  evaluate  their  community's  overall  needs. 


How  New  Plants  Help,"   Nation's  Business,   Washington,  D.  C,,  December,  1962 
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PART  III  -  SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSIONS 


Part  III   Summary  and  Conclusions 

Beyond  the  reach  of  the  large  cities  but  very  much  influenced  by  them,  Hamlet  and 
Richmond  County  officials  await  the  future  with  an  awareness  of  their  problems  and  a 
confidence  in  their  region's  potential.   This  report  has  detailed  the  nature  of  the  city, 
township  and  county's  human  and  economic  resources.   In  working  with  this  information  the 
local  officials  should  keep  the  following  basic  facts  in  mind  regarding  the  current  state 
of  the  city's  population  and  economy: 

-  Hamlet's  population  has  declined  rapidly  for  the  past  two  and  one-half  decades.   Without 
the  annexation  in  1963,  the  city's  population  would  have  been  more  than  25  percent  less 
in  1965  what  it  was  in  1960.   Furthermore,  the  1960  figure  of  4,460  persons  was  itself 
11.9  percent  less  than  the  1950  population  of  5,061.   Similar  declines  have  not  been  ex- 
perienced in  the  township  and  the  county  of  which  Hamlet  is  a  part. 

-  The  city  is  suffering  losses  of  persons  in  every  age  group,  male  and  female.   The  losses 
are  greatest,  however,  where  they  hurt  most  -  young,  productive  age  cohorts.   Largely 
because  of  out-migration,  Hamlet's  present  population  has  fewer  young  persons  than  is 
normal  on  the  basis  of  township,  county  and  state  populations.   All  three  local 
jurisdictions  are  represented  by  higher  percentages  of  older  persons  than  would  be 
expected  from  an  examination  of  state  averages.   It  is  shown  that  continuation  of  these 
conditions  could  create  difficult  "dependency  situations"  in  the  local  economies. 

-  Sex  distribution  is  markedly  out  of  balance  in  some  age  groupings,  with  a  general  city- 
wide  shortage  of  males  as  compared  with  females  (280  fewer  males  in  Hamlet). 


1   This  out-movement  of  young  people  will  cause  reductions  in:  (1)  the  natural  increase 

rate;  (2)  productive  aged  workers;  (3)  expenditures  for  retail  goods;  and  (4)  long  term 
Investments  for  homes,  cars,  and  so  forth. 
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The  local  population  earns  more  (family  income  averages)  than  township,  county  and  state 
populations,  but  less  than  the  national  average.   However,  a  sizeable  percentage  of 
families  in  the  city  and  throughout  the  county  earn  less  than  $3,000. 

The  average  level  of  educational  achievement  is  high  in  the  City  of  Hamlet  as  compared 
with  area  and  state  jurisdictions.   Yet,  those  same  persons  with  low  incomes  also  have 
but  little  education.   In  addition,  these  are  the  persons  with  the  poorest  housing 
conditions.   A  total  of  37.3  percent  of  the  population  have  no  more  than  eighth  grade 
educations;  26.1  percent  of  all  city  housing  units  are  substandard. 

There  is  great  specialization  in  the  Hamlet  economy  owing  to  the  dominant  influence  of 
the  railroad.   This  lack  of  diversification  makes  the  city's  economic  base  less  stable 
than  it  would  be  under  less  specialized  circumstances.   The  problems  inherent  in  this 
kind  of  a  situation  are  most  evident  when  a  major  employer  closes  or  cuts  back  its 
operations  in  a  one  industry  town.   The  City  of  Hamlet's  leaders  should  work  to  prevent 
their  city  from  ever  being  placed  in  so  vulnerable  a  position.   A  higher  percentage  of 
professionals,  clerical  employees  and  craftsmen  work  and  live  in  Hamlet  than  in  the 
surrounding  township  or  county.   In  addition,  fewer  domestics  and  laborers  work  in  the 
local  economy  than  is  standard  throughout  the  area. 

As  is  true  elsewhere  in  the  United  States,  Hamlet  offers  greater  employment  opportunities 
for  males  than  for  females.   The  latter  are  more  abundant  in  the  working  age  population, 
yet,  many  more  males  are  actually  in  the  labor  force  than  females.   The  explanation  is 
simply  that  fewer  doors  are  open  to  women  than  are  open  to  men. 

The  city's  retail  picture  increased  in  terms  of  dollar  sales  and  number  of  establishments 
from  1954  to  1963,  but  appreciably  declined  in  payroll  dollars  and  number  of  employees 
from  1958  to  1963.   The  gains  are  attributed  to  general  county-wide  trends;  the  losses 
are  considered  a  reflection  of  the  city's  gradual  economic  decline  in  recent  years. 
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-•  Worker  availability  data  suggest  that  a  large  supply  of  semi-skilled  and  trainable  workers 
are  available  for  jobs  in  the  City  of  Hamlet  within  a  20  mile  radius-   Only  a  small 
number  of  skilled  workers  could  be  obtained  from  within  the  same  distance. 

-  Only  a  small  percentage  of  local  people  commute  to  work  beyond  the  area  borders. 
Apparently,  Kamlet  industries  and  businesses  are  still  able  to  attract  workers  from 
within  the  local  areas. 

-  Unemployment  is  relatively  high  in  Hamlet  as  compared  with  other  jurisdictions  (534 
percent)  . 

-  Fewer  farms  and  farm  acres  now  exist  in  Richmond  County  rhan  ever  before,   At  the  same 
time,  the  size  of  farms  is  increasing,  pointing  up  the  trend  toward  consolidation  in 
farm  operations. 

-  Future  population  estimates  suggest  continued  declines  in  the  local  area,  with  some 
increases  in  the  township  and  county  populations*   Four  estimation  techniques  are 
explained  and  then  applied  to  the  local  population  trends  of  the  past  years ;   The  one 
technique  considered  best  suited  for  Hamlet's  purposes  provides  an  estimation  based 
upon  continued  losses  to  19  80:   A  second,  offered  in  the  event  Hamlet  officials  and  city 
leaders  effect  a  dynamic  business,  physical  and  economic  renewal  program,  is  that  the 
population  will  actually  increase  to  6,000  people  by  1980-   Hamlet's  fortunes  will,  no 
doubt,  be  very  much  influenced  by  the  policies  and  events  of  the  coming  years o 

The  purpose  of  any  planning  program  is  to  bring  facts  like  these  to  the  surface 
so  that  city  leaders  can  use  them  in  giving  direction  to  future  growth,  change  and 
development.   By  knowing  the  area's  past  and  present  circumstances,  more  intelligent  and 
rational  decisions  can  be  made  with  regard  to  the  important  issues  that  face  the  city. 
For  example,  it  is  clear  that  new  sources  of  employment,  preferably  of  a  non-railroad 
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nature,  are  desirable.   These  new  sources  would  provide  jobs  for  displaced  workers  and 
create  positions  for  the  young,  well  educated  and  productive  members  of  the  local  society. 
Recruitment  efforts  toward  this  goal  would  be  well  advised.   Also  recommended  would  be 
efforts  to  upgrade  the  educational  and  training  levels  of  the  citizenry  by  providing 
industrial  training,  improving  school  facilities  and  discouraging  dropouts.   This  will 
better  the  quality  of  the  labor  force  and  make  the  goal  of  industrial  attraction  easier 
to  realize  (and  fulfill).   To  fail  this  is  to  court  continued  losses  due  to  out-migration 
which  could,  if  continued,  eventually  cripple  Hamlet's  economy  and  social  fabric. 
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EPILOGUE 

Informed  citizens  everywhere  are  today  conscious  of  the  world's  rapidly  expanding 
population  and  the  accompanying  economic  pressures  that  this  growth  entails.   Some  "experts, 
political  and  otherwise,  see  ominous  threats  in  these  changes  to  society's  stability, 
earth's  resources  and  the  future  of  man  himself.   Some  of  these  persons  insist  that  drastic 
population  controls  must  be  initiated  to  prevent  calamities  and  strife;  only  a  few  years 
ago,  other  "experts"  saw  national  extinction  in  long  term  birth  rate  declines  and  wondered 
what  could  be  done  to  increase  human  fertility! 

The  point  of  all  this  is  that  recent  trends  of  ten,  twenty,  or  even  longer  periods 
of  years  are  not  irreversible.   Proclamations  of  gloom  should  be  rejected.   Some  of  today's 
most  prosperous  communities  were  once  faced  with  the  same  problems  now  causing  concern  in 
Hamlet,  and  survived  rather  well. 

As  leaders  and  led,  we  should  be  abreast  of  important  developments  in  order  to 
better  protect  the  interests  of  the  community.   This  report  has  been  written  to  facilitate 
this  possibility  for  the  citizen  of  Hamlet,  North  Carolina.   The  findings  contained  herein 
should  prove  useful  in  assisting  him  to  better  evaluate  the  conclusions  and  plans  proposed 
in  future  Planning  Board  studies. 
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